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ATTACHMENT SHEET Feb. 20, 1 996 

SN.08/334835 

1. Pinnow teaches a control unit with a digital memory(col.9,Iinel9) which can be programmed 
by a transmitting unit. PfNNOW IN C0LUMN2, LINES 1-3 DISCLOSES THAT IT WAS 
KNOWN IN THE ART TO PROGRAM A TRANSMITTER DURING MANUFACTURING , 
. In column 3, lines 16-18, Pinnow suggests the transmitter MAY be reprogrammed. 

This suggests the transmitter need not be reprogrammed or can be preprogrammed 
during manufacturing. 

2. Pinnow in column 4, lines 3 1-42 suggests a SECURITY delay can be armed when a signal 
is first received and disarmed afterward if the signal is correct. 

3. Sander et al have been cjted to indicate that arming and disarming means have been long 
known in the art (see decision below). Also, as previously pointed out, "Applicant does 

not deny that, as of the effective filing date of this application, remote control vehicle security 
systems were known, which were armed or disarmed by the remote transmitter". 



A. Prior Art 

_1. Factual Reference Need Not Antedate 

In re Langer , 183 USPQ 288 (CCPA 1974) 

Even though effective date, for prior art purposes, of many of the 
references is subsequent to applicant's earliest filing date, the 
references are properly-cited for purpose of showing a fact. 

In re Wilson , 135 USPQ 442 (CCPA 1962) 




